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East Contra Costa
County HCP/NCCP

Placer County
Conservation Plan

South Sacramento
HCP

San Joaquin County
- HCP

Santa Clara Valley
" HCP/NCCP

Solano HCP

Yolo Natural Heritage
Program

Yuba — Sutter
HCP/NCCP

Jeanine Townsend

Clerk to the Board

State Water Resources Control Board
1001 “T” Street, 24th Floor
Sacramento CA 95814

SWRCB EXECUTIVE

Re:  Comment on Proposed Board Resolution to Develop a Policy to Protect Wetlands
and Riparian Areas

Dear Jeanine Townsend:

Thank you for the Opportunity to comment on this proposed resolution,

This will fit with aproposal in Section D(z)(c) of the State Board’s report Regulatory

support local governments in integrating wetland protection into their planning and
development approval processes would be to issue general permits / 40] certifications for
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projects conducted in accordance with approved wetland conservation plans, thus facilitating

- permitting for such projects. Precedents for such general permitting include municipal storm
water permits, local pemitting of septic systems, management agency agreements for nonpoint
source management, and local coasta) plans.” -

Some initial large-scale HCP and NCCPs just addressed the conservation of endangered,
threatened and sensitive species. Now they almost always include programmatic, watershed or

In addition, the State Board's reselution proposes sequential avoidance, minimization and
mitigation of impacts [item 6, part (¢)]. Unfortunately, implementation of this approach at the
project level often results in tiny, isolated, “postage stamp” wetland preserves surrounded by
suburban development and unable to maintain ecological and hydrological mtegrity over the long
term, S

A consideration of vernal pools exemplifies these issues. Vernal pools oceur in large grassland
landscapes, sometimes tens of thousands of acres, as vernal pool complexes, HCPs and NCCPs
focus on establishing large vernal pool grassland preserves, often of many thousand acres, that
encompass high quality vernal pools as well occurrences of listed and sensitive species. This

processes that maintain the integrated wetland-upland landscape and also minimize adverse
impacts from incompatible land uses outside the pIeserves.

HCPs and NCCPs implement this ecological and hydrological need by delineating conservation
-areas and future development areas and having a plan-area (regional) approach to permitting.
- They establish large, landscape scale preserves with high quality habitats that are linked by
effective wildlife corridors, including stream-riparian corridors. If a particular development
project has a high quality vernal pool complex, then a large avoidance area, including very large
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- expanses of uplands will be necessary. This is much more effective than is achieved under
traditional Section 404 Clean Water Act project permitting, Conversely, if a development project
just has scattered, low quality, vernal pools and no critical vernal pool species occurrences, then
little or no on-site avoidance is required. Mitigation occurs offsite in Jocations with higher vaiue
resources. _

We ask that the State Board direct staff to prepare a Wetlands and Riparian Areas Protection
Policy that takes advantage of these opportunities provided by HCPs and NCCPs. This includes
a mechanism for recognizing, in the Policy and its J'mplementation, the high level of conservation

*¥

The Northern California Conservation Planning Partoers is an ad hoc association of eight
county and subcournity scale Habitat Conservation Plans and Natural Community Conservation
Plans in northern California

Thank you for considering our comments,

Sincerely,

£ Coordinator
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